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That these and similar other differences do really exist
in the universe cannot be denied. Had there been only
one Jwatman^ how would it be possible to explain these
differences?

As to the view that Just as in the case of Akap^
although it is only one, yet due to the diversity of its
limitations {ypadbis) in the form of ear-cavity, we have
diversity in the sound-experiences; so, in the case of
Atman., believing that it is only one, we may explain
the diversity of experiences as being due to the diversity
of its limitations, in the form of physical organisms,
it may be said in reply that the instance cited above is
not quite analogous. The diversity of sound experi-
ences might well be explained as due to the sound-
comprehending agencies, in the form of ear-cavity
and the rest, which have been brought about by the
merit and demerit, which are restricted to each indivi-
dual person. But in the case of Atwan., on the other
hand, there would be no diversity in the merit and
demerit, since all these would belong to one and
the same Atmar^ and as such, there being no diversity
in the bodies (which are brought about by the merits
and demerits of the Atman ensouling the body), what
would be the cause of the diversity of pleasure and
pain experienced by different persons; especially, when
the Atman is one, the contact of the Manas also would
be common to all persons?

For one, however, who believes in the plurality of
Atmans^ though all of them, being omnipresent, would
be present in all the bodies, yet their experiences
would not be common to all of them; as each of them
would experience only such pleasures etc., as would
appear in connection with the particular body brought
about by the previous deeds of that At man and not
those which belong to other bodies also. Again, the
past deeds also stick, in the form of adrsta., to that very
Atwan in contact with which the particular organism